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March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
i9i9 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA ofWarren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating sYstem. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

•

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec'd 0
UstA8CDE
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Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
.¥:

lCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th 4 1etter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andr.,:;Elementary ,PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Cbair
of,tbe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. Tbe rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide ~ufficient content information so tbat ~arents can make <!ecisions about
wbat is ~ppropriate. TV programming for their cbildren. ~rents do not want tbe TV industry to
inter:pret wbat is best for tbeir cbildr~. Parents wan! to make those cboices tbemse1.!.es based on

nt information about-tbe program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. ~e do not believe this system does so and

that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

*Tbat the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include ,content information about programs sucb as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more tban
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed 911 tile screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that"itiltclude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of pa

luated by independent research to determine



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Bluford Communications Magnet PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this faU which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, [\.

L~. 'f' 7fLcb.~ 0.
Greensboro, North Carolina

No. of Copies rac'd Q
list ABCDE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners;

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Enoch Elementary PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient contents information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children, Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of the programs were conducted by the National PTA, u.s.
News and World Report, and by the Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and in publicized periodicals that carty TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I
request the following;

!U! That undei' no tit<:um$W1t~3 :sn6uid the FCC ~pprov<: the ifuiumy's flitifig sYStCrti,
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction or nudity),
and L(for Language);
•• That the FCC require a V-ehip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;
.... That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen. and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;
•• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
•• That any rating system by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank You for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

o

Sincerely,

r!/;~~"l.l .,tfa>'f~)
Enoch, Utah

No. of Copies rec'd
Ust ABODE '-----



20 March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Crescent View Middle School PTSA to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. We feel that the rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. The parents in this school area do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Our parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen is useless. We also feel strongly that the rating and content
descriptions should be included in publicized scheduling that comes in TV magazines and
newspapers.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

1. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about the programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L
(for language);

2. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

3. That the rating and content descriptions be required in publicized scheduling;

4. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Sincerely,
The Crescent View Middle School PTSA
Sandy, Utah

No. of Copies rec'd,__O__
UstA8COE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we~ on behalf of the National PTA and theO~t:h"'"~, couneil, dis-
trict, or sta TA voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Parent Signature(s)
Albuquerque, NM

No. of Copies recldl_O~_
L~tABCDE
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March 24, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Shivela Middle School
PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
systme has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1966. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
place on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

ekOvLu\ LU~
Member, Shivela PTA Board, Murrieta, California No. of Copies rec'd.__O__

ListABCOE
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March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Crestview PTA ( Wasatch South Council,
Region 5, Utah) to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system Chairman Jack Valenti (TV
Rating Implementation Group) presented January 17,1997. This television industry proposed
system does Dot provide sufficient content information for parents to wisely determine what
programs are appropriate for their children or themselves. It is a parent's right and
responsibility, to choose with wisdom, the type oftelevision exposure they desire for their
families. We request a rating system that is based on program content, not one based on age.
We ask that you not approve the industry rating system but a system that meets the following
suggestions:

Rating system must include content information - V (violence) S (sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (language);

FCC should require a V-chip band that allows parent to receive more than one rating system

Rating icon on the TV screen be larger, prominently placed and appear often during the program

The FCC should include parent representatives and be independent ofthe industry

Rating system proved by FCC should be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for caring for the well-being ofAmerica's children They are our future!

No. of Copies rec'd,--_O__
i.ist ASCOE

-~.__._---------,
,----

I /\CAO~,-,,-

\Jecvtt~Yi

P~.-tAwr

lec~·/v·p.
U"'-~"";

Natalie Brinton, Crestview PTA President
Salt Lake City, Utah

/la/I2Ae-



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o F~dcral Conununications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what i~ appropriate TV programming for
their children. lVlajor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and !vledia studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

TIlat under no circwnstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such V (for ,";olence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

lbat the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and

families.

o Strirely, ,I /I.--L.
1Y-~6LAL1/ 338'3 (I). Lj:J.5 E. Q/ 1UlLl

'--flor+h ~9d-en . U-r. 0,1 T



---
Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Re CS Docket #97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to express my dismay at the industry-proposed age-based rating
system for broadcast TV programs. My own children are 18 and 21, so I'm no
longer monitoring their viewing, but as a citizen of our country I'm concerned
about the coarsening of our culture which is both caused and reflected by the
programming offered.

I hope you'n consider a content-specific rating system that will tell us when the
program is violent, sexually casual, profane, or simply smarmy (although what
is called "adult" language really ought be called "adolescent", as few real adults use
that language to shock, impress and titillate).

I happen to work for and watch a public television station where the content is
seldom in question. In an Ozzie-and-Harriet world, PBS would be the norm. Now,
however, children have access to countless channels and they're seeing and
learning that it's OK to be crass, violent and obscene. What a sad thing to do to
our children.

Sincerely,

~~
Pat Hoeft
President, East High School PTSA
Denver, CO

No. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABCDE



I March 1'-)'-)7

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am ('We lI:re) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my~ opposition to the v-chip rating te as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (-we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circuplstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec1d:...--_O_"__
ListABCOE



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.• Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chaimlan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

J am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as
presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the Nationnl PTA. US. New.'! Dnd World Report. and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industr)"s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

• That the FCC require a V-ehip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating s.vstem;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includes parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to detcmtine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to chtfdren and families.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec·d.---3(j......':...·__
UstABCDE



----.
STEINERT PTA

2900 Klockner Road, Hamilton, NJ 08690

:March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
\Vashington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman I-lundt and Commissioners:

On fIv'1arch 12, 1997 the Steinert PTA Executive Board unanimously passed a motion in
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group. It is the responsibility of parents to monitor/supervise their
children's TV viewing. IvIr. Valenti's proposed rating system does not provide sufficient
content information to a11O\v parent's to make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for theit" children.

The FCC, by 1a"v, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. \Ve do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. \Ve request:

- The FCC accept a rating system that includes content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language).

- That the ratitlg icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

Thank you for your consideration on this itnportant issue to parents and children.

s~w~
Dolores McPhillips
Legislative Chairman
Steinert PTA

No. of Copies reC·d.__O..;;:·~_
ListABCOE



Catlu,rif14 C. (jarrell

302 Colt JJighwa'l' #20

Jarminglon, C'J 06032

(860) 674-0754

March 25, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concern with the rating system as presented the by TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. While the group's efforts are to be commended,
they do not provide parents with sufficient information. Parents do not look to the TV industry
to interpret what is best for their children. Yet this is what an age based system does.

Parents need and want to monitor their children's television themselves, based on specific
information on program content. Any rating system without clear content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in TV periodicals is clearly inadequate.

In discharging its statutory obligation, I urge the FCC to approve a rating system only if it
includes the following:

• Specific content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction
and nudity) and L (for language);

• A rating board that is independent of the industry and the FCC and that includes parents;
• A larger rating icon on the TV screen that is more prominently placed and appears frequently

during the course of a program; and
• A V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating

system.

Most importantly any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue that is critical to American families.

Very truly yours,

~f'~
Catherine E. Garrett

No. of Copies rec·d,_....;:O'--_
List ABeDi:
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chaimlan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as
presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17. 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, l rs. News and World Report. and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system 'without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industl)"s rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry"s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

• That the FCC require a V-ehip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it includes parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely.

No. of Copies rec'd 0
List ABCDE -



CHARLOITE WOOD PTA
March 20, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 96-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Charlotte Wood Middle School PTA, Danville
Caifomia, to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

+ That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so im{)ortant to children and families.

Sincerely,

Janet Broderick
Charlotte Wood PTA President
504 Zita Ct, Danville CA 94526

and members of the Charlotte Wood PTA board

No. of Copies rec'd cJ
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commissions
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Bayview PTA ofWest Islip, NY to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
Screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA,
U.S. News and World Report and Media Studies Center / Roper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their Children. We want to make these choices
ourselves based on the content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following.
• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S ( For sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• that the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

i1
Sin er~l~.j~l ._Cl_,

.c' JrJ7fliOJ/>XJl7)L/
. Anderson
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March 23, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RB: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the PTA Council of
North Ridgeville, OH to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system currently being used on television programs. The rating
symbol used on these programs definitely does not provide enough
information for parents to make informed decisions about whether or
not a program is appropriate for their children.

As a responsible parent, I am outraged that the TV industry
believes it is capable of interpreting what is appropriate viewing
for my children. I would prefer that parents be given the
information so that they can make that choice for themselves. We
must have a rating system that describes the content, and that
description must be publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling.

I urge the FCC to only approve a system that includes content
information about programs, giving details concerning violence,
sexual depiction and offensive language. I also urge the FCC to
include parents in an independent rating board.

Thank you for your time.

OH 44039

No. of Copies rec'd,---O _
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Brenda Diehl
410 Nort~inley Avenue
Champaign, Illinois 61821

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 21, 1997

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and as a member of
the Illinois PTA to voice my opposition to the V-chip rating as
presented by Jack Valenti, Chairman of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

The tiny rating symbol that appears on the screen for a brief
moment, has little value.

Parents do not have enough information to make a decision on
whether to let their children watch the program. The symbol
does not stay on the screen long enough, and does not
accurately reflect the progam that will follow.

Please do not approve the industry's rating system or any other
system that does not include content information. (V for
violence; S for sexual depiction and nudity and L for language.)

Please require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system.

Please see that the icon on the TV screen be made larger and
appear more frequently during the program.

Please include parents on the rating board and see that it is
independent of the industry.

Please have any rating system independantly evaluated to see that
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Brenda Diehl
Champaign, Illinois

jNo. of Copies rac'd 0
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Ioca1 PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system bas met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'srating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that filiIs to include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for semal depiction and nudity) and L (for language); .

• That the FCC require a V-cbip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
apPear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~.d)j{e;(~
Chicago, Illinois

No. of Copies rec'd.---::O~__
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JEFF & TAMMY BAIRD

3788 N 1100 W, Pleasant View, DT 84414

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Ft:dcral Communications COnunlssion
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

lam writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemenmtion Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate ovelWhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Ivledia studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices thelllSelves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system Mthout content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such V (for \liolence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program.;

TItat the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this oppornmity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

No. of Copies rec'd 0
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118 Prospect Street
Manchester, ct. 06040
March 22, 1997

-
Chairman Reed Hundt
FCC Commissions
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554
CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt,

The PTA Council in our town and PTAS across the
nation are uniting in their desire to change the
present TV rating system. Parents are so unhappy
that they are unplugging the t.v.1s and will find
alternative kinds of entertainment for their child­
ren.

The age-based rating system proposed by Jack
Valenti is entirely inadequate and gives parents
little opportunity to determine what is really in
programs.

The National PTA recommends a descriptive content­
based system that would contain symbols such as
V-violent content; S-sexual content and L-adult
language. This system would be simple and adequate.
A board would need to be appointed made up of parents
and responsible citizens to review programming.

We ask that you strongly consider changing to a
simpler system like the one that the National PTA
has proposed.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

No. of Copies rec·de-.::O~·-­
List ABCDt:

Sincerely,

l3v?~~
Bob and Jean DeValve



JOSEPH B. SCHMIDT Doer·· , F:~ E.~ . 1 ~, L':L
178 Amblewood Lane
Naples, Florida 34105
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